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clrfilT'*! TTcf 4*T<H4» 

(giftrr^j Rrani) 

RTTteH 3?frt£cMI 

^ f^Rt, 17 R& 2005 

tjtjt. B8U 4141 m-uIWihki micH 04^ fi;ii<*> 22 '4"i«»4, 2002 ^ 

sifrw yRuim srflrcjeRr 6o/i / 2000 -itefa?^ 3 wrteR i 

■R. 60/1/2000-^3ft^St.— cpf 1995 3 URTRTTTtf^R tf^P 3if4R]4H, 1975 

#ET^F) £fcp (tnf&T piRJsff *R MIcHM RT aifasIFT, yicticH ^ W 3#? STfcT 

fcPj) f^THTcTeft, 1995 ^ 3TJRR RfERf^t 4 cTSUT cTT^ 

$ fciftraw <$ arrardt <4 4 (amn?ff sutofep <£ srraw <r) 22 

uHcrft, 2002 pjt 3?f^RT tfo 60/1/2000-4Mk*4t gRT 3FRt 3tfcDT W ttRu|w 

3 ^5 & %qni^?r afr 3ik ^ r^r 4 27 rp4, 2002 eft 3 #^tt 

Rf. 29 3RT RTcTRRtufr cRt 3Tf£R^Rld fcfRJT 21T I 3R: 3TTf4wft «f5t RRcf/T^t $ TR 3TRIT ^ 
fcf> viim 3Rff4 (1 3T$cT, 1999 ^ 30 RicW,2000) $ 4tft cTT^f £ cRc£ 3>T 3>[f 
3MTcf R# |3IT t I mRuIIHW**! Wft WRR] ^ W^FRR $cT f^W 21 3T#R, 

2005 ^ £[RT Rjf%RT fcfRJT RUT SJT ft? iM cTT^f ^ ^iRldH'ld <PT ctfff GTRJTcT 

|STT 2Tf 3fR 7R igfxR fchitl iRTT Sff fcf> gRT 3TRRpRT R^rRR 414) 

cTT^rf ^ M^RPTTR ^ STRTRft ^R cRIW ^ MIcldM efjT c[FRT ^ RT IRRIcT 
RR t I 


^cT: ftErfftd 3Tcrf4 1%7 IMt 115RER ^ ^ RxR/feMt 9TR ^ I 

WjcR tRrrT f^Ticp 22 «r 4, 2002 3TRRJxRf R. 60/1/2000-#5fR^t e[R1 
3Tf^Rjf%cT 3tRRT RTR ifRuin c4 RO 9 Tftj 10 cf4 RHI^K R?M4 cT 1|r 1T'W t > 
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9. UtfcPT mTTT tRtFT:- 

T? fcpcTR cJTVF cp TIT TF P|tcp4 PlT>ldct f' fcfr- 

cF. -#T TPT.TT. df Tel oT&ITT Tgt Tt f^TT^Rf TI "FTCcT T TTPTTT T? 

TTT FT f^rrfcT f%n W t [ fuTTTFf Ff^TTTVWT FTEE §3TT t; 


(VT) TETHT Tt RTYcTfTTT Stfci t; 

(tj) rffa TH.TT. Vi TTTTRfi cfr Tl'TI t I 

10. TTfeTT^ TfrmTfeT T> TfrRT?JeT TT?M VI. 2922.2914 cf> TRPfa 3TFt 

cTTef vfhT TT.TT. m ■JJef cfr 3TTTT TFT % fMfcRT M%OTTef cfr VPft 3TTTTcft FT f^TWTTT 
MIG-lM TjeTI eHTFf cf5t f%TT%T TTTT # I FIFTM TTePT -3 # Vlfctrfcld VT% sfR 
3MTdf cfr r|t HcT rfr TTT cfr 3 TcR cfr TW fW i 



GmKcbyf^leNfT FF TIE 

VI Rl TRO^TO/fchtll. 

Trim utteot. 

TFft GdlcRE/lFTlto 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Com meree) 

(DIRECTORATE; GENERAL OF ANTI DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

AMENDMENT NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 17th May, 2005 

Subject:_Anti-Dumping investigations concerning imports of Paracetamol from China PR and Chinese Taipei 

Amendment to final finding notification 60/1/2000-DG AD dated22nd January, 2002. 

No. 60 / 1 / 2000 -dgad.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of 
Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 
the Designated Authority recommended Anti Dumping Duty in respect of imports of 
Paracetamol from China PR and Chinese Taipei (based on official statistics of 
imports) vide its Final Findings notified vide Notification No. 60/1/2000-DGAD dated 
the 22 nd January 2002 and Anti Dumping Duty was notified by the Central 
Government vide notification No 29 dated 27 tn March 2002. Whereas it has been 
brought to the notice of the Designated Authority that no import has taken place of the 
subject goods from Chinese Taipei during the period of investigation (1 st April 1999 to 
30 th September 2000). Subsequently, all the interested parties were informed vide 
Notice dated 21 st April 2005 about the confirmation that no imports of Paracetamol 
had taken place from Chinese Taipei and it was informed that the Authority proposes 
to withdraw the anti dumping duty imposed on imports of Paracetamol from Chinese 
Taipei by amending the relevant notification. 
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Whereas no replies/comments were received from any of the interested parties 
within the specified time. In view of the foregoing, para 9 & 10 of the Final Findings 
notified vide Notification No. 60/1 /2000-DGAD dated the 22 nd January 2002 stands 
amended as under: 

9. Final Findings:- 

The Authority after considering the foregoing concludes that: 

a. Paracetamol originating in or exported from China PR has been exported to 
India below normal value resulting in dumping; 

b. The domestic industry has suffered material injury; 

c. Injury has been caused by the imports from China P.R. 

10. The Authority recommends imposition of definitive Anti-dumping duty on ail 
imports of Paracetamol originating in or exported from China P.R. falling under 
Customs Sub-heading No. 2922.2914 of the Customs Tariff Act The anti dumping 
duty shall be the difference between the amount mentioned in column 3 and the 
landed value of imports. 


Country 

Name of the Producer/Exporter 

Amount US$/Kg 

1 

2 

3 

China PR 

All Producers/Exporters 
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CHRISTY L. FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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